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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 4-9, 11-21, and 28-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suzuki (US 6,344,836 B1 ) in view of Microsoft Computer Dictionary, 
3 rd Edition, further view of Coutts et al (US 2002/0099634 A1 ), still further in view of 
Bates et al (US 2001/0044843 A1 ), still further in view of 
http:/7www.robertgraham.com/'pubs/hacking-dict.htmi , still further in view of 
httD://www.pcwebopaedia.com/TERM/P/Dort.html . and still further in view of 
http://www.pcwebopaedia.com/auick ref/portnumbers.asp . and still further in view of 
Grasso (US 5,892,909). 

Suzuki discloses the following. 

As described in Claims 1, 13, 14 and 20; 

1 . a plurality of displays (20 and 30) with associated input devices; 
(see fig. 1, and col. 5, lines 66-67 and col. 6, lines 1-2, which illustrate and 
describe a keyboard/mouse controller, fig. 3, which illustrates a display 
with a touch panel (30 and 34) and fig. 4, which illustrates a remote 
controller (50).) 
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2. a display controller (1 5) associated with said plurality of displays, 
said display controller comprising as follows; 

a. communication electronics (see col. 5, lines 20-26) for 
communicating with a server (note that the mention of the term 
"internet" implies that a server is connected or that a server may be 
contacted) running a control application (note the mention of the 
term "browser" in col. 1, lines 60-64, which implies use of a control 
application from a server to view html documents obtained by 
internet protocol (IP) addressing techniques— see Microsoft 
Computer Dictionary, 3 rd Edition, dated 1997, p.505); See also 
Grasso, which states in col. 2, lines 12-24, that the internet works 
by using an IP address directed by a port to a particular application 
or process. 

b. a control system associated with said communication 
electronics and adapted to; 

i. run browser applications for each of said plurality of 
displays (again, note that each display is shown to have an 
individual user input, either through a keyboard or a touch 
screen, as discussed above); 

ii. receive input from each of said input devices and 
provide the input to the control application (see col. 1 , lines 
60-67 and col. 2, lines 1-9 and 40-67, noting that a typical 
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internet access device requires user input through a 
keyboard or touch-screen, as is well-known in the art); 
iii. receive instructions for said browser applications from 
the control application; (note that it is obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in the art that the browser application as 
described in col. 1, lines 60-64, for example, works in such a 
manner. See, for example, Courts et al, (US 2002/0099634 
A1), which describes a browser application receiving 
instructions from a control application using TCP/IP protocol 
in paragraphs 134 and 135. Also, see Grasso, as cited 
previously.) 
As described in Claims 4 and 28; 

3. said displays are mounted in a kiosk; 

3a. said plurality of displays and said display controllers are associated 
with a kiosk; (see Courts et al, noting that a kiosk can be construed to be 
any point of sale stand alone installation (see Courts, abstract, for 
example), which is also suggested by Suzuki at col. 2, lines 53-67, which 
describes using multiple displays in department stores, for example.) 
As described in Claims 5, 16 and 29; 

4. a server remote from said display controller and adapted to run said 
control application (note again, that Suzuki mentions use of an internet 
browser at col. 5, lines 20-26, which suggests the use of a remote server); 
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As described in Claims 6, 16 and 30; 

5. said server is further adapted to run a web server application 
configured to provide content to the browser applications of the display 
controller (again, see Suzuki, col. 5, lines 20-26); 

As described in Claims 7, 17 and 31; 

6. said control application is adapted to process the input and provide 
certain of the instructions for a corresponding one of the browser 
applications; (Note that this is how internet based programs are known to 
function— see Coutts, paragraphs 134, 135, 327, 347, 352 and 410. Note 
also Bates (US 2001/0044843 A1), Claim 7;) 

As described in Claims 8, 18 and 21; 

7. said control application is adapted to provide certain of the 
instructions for a corresponding one of the browser applications based on 
events or instructions unrelated to the input (see again Bates, discussed 
previously); 

As described in Claims 9, 15 and 32; 

8. for each of said browser applications, said control system is further 
adapted to provide a request for content from a web server based on the 
instructions; 

9. receive content in response to the request; 

10. display content on a corresponding one of said plurality of displays; 
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(Note again, that this is how the internet works, as is known to those ordinary 
skilled in the art. See previous discussion.) 



As described in Claim 13; 

14. said communication electronics are wireless communications 
electronics adapted to provide wireless communications with the server; 
(See Coutts, paragraph 0327.) 

As described in Claim 19; 

15. effecting control of a peripheral at the first location with instructions 
from the second location; (See again Coutts, paragraphs 134, 135, 327, 
347, 352 and 410, as well as also Bates (US 2001/0044843 A1), Claim 7.) 

As described in Claims 1,13, 14 and 20; 

1 1 . said display controller is assigned one Internet Protocol (IP) 
address and each of the browser applications is assigned a unique port 
associated with the IP address; (See Microsoft Computer Dictionary, 3 rd 
Edition, dated 1997, p.374, which defines the term "port number", as an 
address that directs IP packets to a particular "process". A "process" is 
defined on p. 383 as a "program" or "manipulating data with a program." 
See also http://www.robertgraham.com/pubs/hacking-dict.html, copyright 
1998-2001 , entry for the term "port", on p. 138, 139 which describes a port 
as an internet address that "tells which program is to receive the data." 
See also httD://www.pcwebooaedia.com/TERM/P/oort.html . entry number 
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2, which states that a port, under TCP/IP and UDP networks, indicates "an 
endpoint to a logical connection." See also 

http://www.pcwebopaedia.com/auick ref/portnumbers.asp , which lists 
common port numbers. Again, note Grasso, described above.) 
As described in Claim 1 1 ; 

12. said input devices include keys on at least one of said plurality of 
displays (see previous discussion of Suzuki, which describes use of a 
touch screen and keyboard in figures 3 and 4); 

As described in Claim 12; 

13. said input devices include touch screen configuration for at least 
one of said plurality of displays (see Suzuki, fig 3); 

As described in Claim 33; 

15a. said input devices includes keys on at least one of said plurality of 
displays (see Suzuki, fig. 3); 

Suzuki; the Microsoft Computer Dictionary, 3 rd Edition; Coutts et al (US 
2002/0099634 A1); Bates etal (US 2001/0044843 A1); Grasso; 
http://www.robertgraham.com/pubs/hacking-dict.html; 
http://www.pcwebopaedia.eom/TERM/P/port.html . and 

http://www,pcwebopaedia.com/Quick ref/portnumbers.asp are all considered to be 
analogous art. Suzuki concerns a multiple display system with user inputs for each 
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display, all controlled by a single display controller, and used for internet browsing. 
Coutts and Bates each concern a multiple display system with further details on the 
internet connection implied by Suzuki. The Microsoft computer Dictionary and the 
URL's regarding Webopaedia and the hacking dictionary reflect dictionary terms 
concerning the state of the art at the time of the invention in internet protocol 
terminology, reflecting what one ordinarily skilled in the art would understand such 
terms to be. Grasso relates the historical background of the internet and how internet 
addressing works, noting that it is well-known by those ordinarily skilled in the art as a 
common carrier, much like the POTS (plain old telephone system). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to have used the system 
of Suzuki to control several of displays simultaneously with one control driver circuit, 
each individual display separately operated by a separate user to browse the internet 
and access information in standard html format using appropriate URL's and port 
addresses. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been because, as discussed above, 
Suzuki mentions using the displays for browsing the internet, which suggests to one 
ordinarily skilled in the art that tcp/ip address techniques are used. See Suzuki, col. 7, 
lines 40-48 and lines 57 -59. The prior art cited above, further describes such 
information in further detail, constituting proof of what one ordinarily skilled in the art 
would be expected to know is, at the very least, implied by the terms "browser" and 
"internet". The standard way of using the internet to obtain information is by use of an 
internet browser, through which a TCP/IP (or URL) address is sent which tells what 
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remote computer on which to find the information. The URL address must have a port 
address attached to it which tells where the contacted computer is to send the 
information. This is standard and well-known practice in current internet browser 
technology, as further buttressed by Grasso, cited above. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to use the system of Suzuki to obtain the 
invention as described in Claims 1,4-9, 11-21, and 28-33. 

Response to Amendment 
3 a The declaration filed on 3/4/04 under 37 CFR 1 .131 is sufficient to overcome the 
Smith reference (US 6,619,543 B1). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicants arguments with respect to Claims 1 , 4-9, 1 1-21 , and 28-33 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Kolls (US 6,643,623 B1) discloses a method of internet 
communication using an internet browser at a fuel dispenser. See col. 16, lines 14-35, 
col. 18, lines 4-16 and 29-67, col. 19, lines 1-14 and col. 25, lines 19-30, col. 32, lines 
30-62, and col. 35, lines 4-16. Landsman et al (US 6,317,761 B1) discloses a browser 
based advertising system for use through a web browser. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey A. Shapiro whose telephone number is 
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(703)308-3423. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00 AM- 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Donald P. Walsh can be reached on (703)306-4173. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 

Art Unit 3653 
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